# , *, **, and *** denote P = 0.063, P < 0.05, P < 0.01, and P < 0.001, respectively. (1 s) decreased during the robot phase, but recovered to the pre-robot phase level. Shaded areas indicate SEM. *, **, and *** denote P < 0.05, P < 0.01, and P < 0.001, respectively.
fig. S5. Relationships of movement speeds and firing rates.
(A) Animals' movement speeds around time 0 when the pellet was obtained or the robot was activated (bin size = 0.5-s). During ATZ, the speed was significantly higher when the animal advanced toward the available pellet (pre-robot phase) than when it approached the threat. However, there was no difference between the nest-returning (with pellet) and escape (from robot) speeds across the phases. (B) Pearson's correlation coefficients were calculated between movement speeds and firing rates in each cell type. Green and red circles indicate significant correlations during the pre-robot and robot phases, respectively. *** denotes P < 0.0001. fig. S6 . Putative LA-and PL-leading CCs and their projections during risky foraging in rats. During the pre-and post-surge epochs, both robot-responsive and robot-nonresponsive LA/PL cells putatively projected to (and received from) PL/LA cells, except there were no postsurge epoch PLLA robot-responsive cells. Together, these results suggest that subsets of LA-PL cell pairs show spike synchrony distinctively when animals either advanced toward or fled from the predatory threat. fig. S7 . Distribution of the cell types in LA and PL. Units were classified as putative pyramidal neurons (pink triangles) and putative interneurons (blue circles) using a hierarchical unsupervised cluster analysis. Most of the units were putative pyramidal neurons (LA, n = 329, 95.1%; PL, n = 391, 90.1%). Since excluding putative interneurons did not change the results, both types of units were included in the analyses. 
